In the original article there was an error in the reported quadrat size. Sample quadrats were described as 1/16 m 2 when they should have been reported as 1/64 m 2 in the text of page 662. This error does not affect any of the results pertaining to dock shading impacts as all impacts were based on relative rather than absolute measures of marsh aboveground production. However, cumulative impact estimates were artificially low as a result of the incorrect quadrat size used in the original estimates.
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The cumulative impact for the state-wide impact estimates reported in the Abstract on page 661 should be multiplied by four to~8800 kg dry weight of Spartina biomass (1468 kg per ha of dock coverage).
Cumulative impact estimates reported in the Results should be multiplied by four as follows:
Current dock build-out results in an average annual loss of Spartina aboveground biomass of 8816 ± 15188 kg (95% confidence interval − 20,916 to 38,516 kg), equivalent to 1468 kg per ha of dock coverage.
Average annual losses of aboveground carbon and nitrogen pools are 3732 ± 6136 (−8304 to 15,828 kg) and 64 ± 248 (−424 to 560 kg), respectively.
